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1. What is universal military training? 

It’s a system under which nearly all young men in the Nation, upon 
attaining the age of 18, will be required to undergo 6 months of basic 
military training followed by transfer to a Reserve component for a 
period of 7% years. The sole objective of UMT is to create a Ready 
Reserve of nonveterans. 

. Ls universal military training necessary? 

If you agree that the defense of the Nation is necessary then you 
have reached half of the decision in favor of UMT. This is true be- 
cause UMT will give us adequate defense although not the same type 
of defense that we have today. UMT builds up a reserve of young 
men who have been trained for 6 months who will be kept proficient 
in the things they bave been taught by service in a Reserve component 
of the armed force in which they have been trained. In other words, 
UMT is as effective as the Reserve program which follows it. On the 
other hand, we can’t have a fair and equitable Reserve system unless 
we have UMT. 

3. Why can’t we have a fair and effective Reserve system without UMT? 

Under the law which has been in effect since 1948, and more recently 
since June 19, 1951, all persons who enlist, are appointed in, or are 
inducted into the Armed Forces assume a Reserve obligation which 
attaches to them when they are separated from active duty. Thus 
we are going to build up a Reserve in the near future when men who 
were inducted in 1950 complete their period of active duty. But 
these men will be the veterans of Korea. We're now witnessing the 
unfortunate situation which resulted when we went into Korea of 
having to order to active duty 800,000 reservists, a vast majority of 
whom were veterans of World War II. If another eme rgency arises 
and we don’t bave nonveteran trained reservists available other than 
those who have assumed a Reserve obligation as a result of their pre- 
vious service in the Armed Forces, then we are going to have to repeat 
the same business over again of putting into the front lines, at the very 
outset, men who have already served their Nation. We don’t think 
Congress wants to do that again. 


In what other way is UMT more equitable than drafting men into the 
Armed Forces? 

If we train young men at the age of 18 and put them in a Reserve 
component, subject to call to active duty only when the Congress takes 
further action, we will impose an obligation to serve in the Reserve 
upon a great many more men than we are doing today. It’s amazing 
how many young men who would be eligible for induction into the 
National Security Training Corps at the age of 18 obtain a deferred 
status by the time they reach the age of 19. A college student is a 
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good example: If he is in college at the time he becomes eligible for 
induction into the Armed Forces, he receives a statutory deferment 
after receiving his notice until the completion of his academic year. 
Then he is entitled to request deferment under regulations issued by 
the President. The net result is that we have many thousands of 
young men in college today who will complete college without serving 
in the Armed Forces. By the time they have completed college they 
may be married and have a family, or be engaged in essential industry ; 
or any number of things may happen which will permit them to escape 
induction into the Armed Forces and thus escape all obligation to serve 
their Nation. If we have total war they may later be drafted but they 
won't be the first called so they have really enjoyed a very definite pre- 

ferred status. UMT would prevent this from happening. 


How could UMT save money? 


The whole purpose of UMT is to establish a new type of security 
system, considerably cheaper than the maintenance of a large standing 
force. UMT will be used to build up a Reserve and to maintain it in 
a ready condition so it, in a large measure, may be substituted for the 
large standing forces which we now have. No one can definitely say 
how large the Reserve forces must be before standing forces can be re- 
duced. However, the Reserve forces are being gradually increased 
today through the release from active duty of Korean veterans who 
still have a Reserve obligation to fulfill in the Reserve. While this 
group helps to build a Reserve it has one great weakness. It is the 
Reserve which we would not like to call again due to the fact that they 
have seen service. 

All other things being equal, it has been suggested that if there is no 
change in the Reserve program whatsoever and it remains as it is now, 
for every four ready reservists the standing forces could be reduced by 
one man. The estimate has been made that if a really effective Re- 
serve program is established in this session of Congress, for every two 
nonveteran ready reservists, standing forces could be reduced by one 
man. Thus with 200,000 ready reservists our forces could be reduced 
by 100,000 men. If the international situation cleared considerably 
a calculated risk might well be taken which would permit us to reduce 
our standing forces man for man as the ready reservists were built up. 
In such an event, we could reduce our standing forces by 100,000 for 
every 100,000 nonveteran ready reservists. The determining factors 
are (1) can we build a really effective Reserve program; (2) will this 
Ready Reserve be composed of men who have not seen prior service— 
that is, graduates of a UMT program; and (3) will the tension in inter- 
national affairs lessen? One thing is certain. If we have a strong 
Reserve we won’t have to maintain as large a standing force. 

What does this mean in dollars and cents? First, it means great 
savings in money. In considering military personnel costs alone— 
that is, food, clothing, pay, shelter, ete.—one man in service for 1 year 
costs the Government 2,100, while one man in the Reserve for J year 
costs $434, a difference of $1,666 per year. Multiply this by the 
number of men who would be in the Reserve rather than in the service 
and you get a tremendous saving. As for training costs, we find 
another great saving. One draftee for service for 6 months costs 
$3,200 while one trainee in a fully implemented UMT for 6 months 
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would cost $2,700, saving $500 for 6 months through UMT. If the 
total cost for service in the Reserve, including all overhead of any 
kind is considered, one man in service for 1 year costs the Government 
approximately $11,000. One man in the Ready Reserve for 1 year 
will cost the Government $1,434, saving $9,566 per year per man. It 
is immediately apparent that the savings through such a program 
would be tremendous. The only way we can start saving this money 
is to start UMT, otherwise we may be burdened for a great number of 
years with a large standing force necessary for our national survival. 

The manpower figures indicate that the program could be started at 
an early date with from 60,000 to 100,000 young men each year. As 
these Reserves are built up from year to year, larger numbers could 
be taken into the program and the armed services could be cut back 
for we could then afford to take this calculated risk. Our manpower 
isn’t presently big enough to maintain a large standing force and also 
to fully implement UMT. Obviously, therefore, we can’t have full- 
scale UMT plus an armed force of 3,700,000 men. However, we 
might easily ae partial UMT and an armed force of 3,700,000 men 
and progressively, from year to year, increase the size of UMT while 
the figure of 3,700,000 comes back down toward the { igure of 1,500,000 
or 2,000,000 men for the standing forces. So long as Congress con- 
trols the recall of reservists to active duty we will not have a large 
standing force made up of trainees who have been recalled to active 
duty. The facts are clear. These savings will eventually run to 
something like $13,000,000,000 annually. UMT will save tremendous 
sums of money which may mean the difference between economic 
collapse and economic stability. 


6. What about recalling reservists to active duty; doesn’t the President 
now have the authority to do exactly that? 

Congress gave the President the authority to order all reservists to 
active duty in 1950 after the outbreak of the war in Korea. Under 
the UMT and Service Act which passed in 1951 we extended that 
authority until July 1, 1953. The Armed Forces Reserve bill, which 
has passed the “tone ‘and is now in the Senate, contains a provision 
which will not go into effect until after July 1, 1953, which permits 
the President to order all reservists to active duty whenever the Con- 
gress declares war or whenever the Congress declares a national 
emergency. That, of course, is complete congressional control. 
There is also another provision in that bill to the effect that when the 
President declares a national emergency, he may order all members 
of the Ready Reserve (but not the Standby Reserve) to active duty 
but only in such numbers as the Congress may hereafter determine. 
Now the implementing legislation (H. R. 5904), which we have just 
reported to the House, contains a provision which would go into effect 
immediately and would nullify the President’s present authority to 
the effect that no trainee who finishes his training in the National 
Security Training Corps and is transferred to a Reserve component 
may be ordered to active duty except in such manner and in such 
numbers as the Congress may hereafter determine. Thus again we 
have assured congressional control over the recall of reservists. 
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What has to take place before we can start inducting men into the 
National Security Training Corps? 

We have to do three things before we can start inducting young 
men into the National Security Training Corps. First, we have to 
pass the code of conduct together with penalties for violation thereof, 
and also measures to prov ide for disability and death benefits for 
members of the corps. Second, we have to consider all of the other 
legislative recommendations submitted by the National Security 
Training Commission. Now the proposed bill, H. R. 5904, contains 
the code of conduct, disability and death benefits, and the other 
legislative recommendations which have been submitted by the Com- 
mission and considered by the committee. That’s all this proposed 
legislation does. H. R. 5904 does not say when or how UMT will 
be started. We settled that question last year when we passed the 
Universal Military Training and Service Act. That law says that 
no person can be inducted into the National Security Training Corps 
until the period of service required under the Universal Military 
Training and Service Act of persons who have not attained the 
nineteenth anniversary of the date of their birth has been reduced, 
or eliminated by the President, or by the Congress as a result of the 
adoption of a concurrent resolution. The third event that must take 
place is the “trigger mechanism.” 

8. What did the Commission say about starting UMT? 

The Commission in its report did not specify when the program 
should begin. They thought this was a question for the President or 
the Congress to decide and did not want to infringe upon Presidential 
or congressional authority. They have now publicly stated, however, 
that they feel we should start this program on a modest scale just as 
soon as we possibly can. 


9. Well, when should we start UMT? 

The sooner we start it the better. The sooner we start it the sooner 
we can start giving consideration to a reduction in the size of our 
standing Armed Forces. The sooner we get it fully implemented 
the sooner we will start saving tremendous sums of money. The 
sooner we get it started the sooner we will be building up a strong 
Ready Reserve of young men who are nonveterans and who have not 
attained an age when they will have assumed substantial family and 
community responsibilities. 

10. All that may be true but when can we start it? 

The Department of Defense wants to start it within 6 months after 
the law is enacted. It is basically a military decision because it 
involves the international situation, our defense plans, and the man- 


power pool. Many people feel that it can be started and it should 
be started within 6 months after the law is enacted. 


11. Can it be started within 6 months after the law is enacted? 

From a manpower situation, the Director of Selective Service has 
a ated that it can be started on a modest scale of 50,000, 60,000, 

r 70,000 men without hurting the manpower pool for induction into 
the Armed Forces. The Director of Selective Service pointed out 
that these men will always be available in the event of national emer- 
gency declared by the Congress. And since they have a Reserve 
obligation, which many of them would otherwise escape if they wait 
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until they attain the draft age, we actually will have increased the 
pool. The Department of Defense has indicated that they can start 
this program under their present planned strength without having to 
build new facilities, although some facilities will have to be re- 
habilitated. 


12. Why not adopt a program which will permit young men to train in 
two summer periods of 3 months each? 

On July 2, 1951, the chairman of the Committee on Armed Services 
addressed a letter to each member of the National Security Training 
Commission asking that consideration be given to a proposal which 
would give young men liable for induction in the corps the privilege 
of designating whether the y desired to participate in one session of 
six consecutive months or in two summer sessions of 3 months each 
in two consecutive years. 

The Commission considered this proposal, and devoted four pages 
of its report to this problem. The objections to such a system of 
operating universal military training will be found on pages 30, 31, 
32, and 33 of The First Report to the Congress by the National 
Security Training Commission. The objections to such a program as 
presented by the Commission were so completely overwhelming and 
persuasive that the Committee on Armed Services rejected the split 
training program completely. The cost would be staggering. Train- 
ing facilities, in many instances, would lie idle for 9 months out of 
the year. To quote the Commission: 

The undertaking would be tremendous. The military departments are of the 
opinion that the administrative problems inherent in the redeployment of the 
bulk of the cadre (training personnel), facilities, and equipment with a view to 
putting them to good use during the 9 months between training periods would be 
so great as to render the attempt impractical. If this is true, and we see no reason 
to disagree, then adoption of the split training proposal would open the prospect 
of a vast assemblage of men, facilities, and equipment usable for only 3 months 
of the year and lying idle for 9 months. This seems to us as a quite unacceptable 
prospect from the point of view of both national security and cost. 

The Commission pointed out that 800,000 young men would be 
trained under its proposal. If the split training program were ac- 
cepted for all men involved, this would mean providing facilities and 
trainors for 1,600,000 young men for each succeeding year thereafter. 
This is four times the amount of equipment and facilities that will be 
needed under the proposed program. 

The committee, after discussing this subject, was convinced that it 
was completely imprac tical, staggering in expense, and would destroy 
the program before it even began. 


18. After its start, what then? 


If the program is to be successful after it is once started it must be 
expanded until eventually we induct all of the qualified 18-years-olds 
into the corps and stop drafting men for service in the Armed Forces. 


14. Well, that means we will have to be drafting men for service in the 
Armed Forces at the same time we wi'l be inducting young men into 
the National Security Training Corp?. 

If it is started in the near future there is no question but that we will 
have to be drafting men over the age of 19 into the Armed Forces while 
we are inducting young men under the age of 19 into the corps. There 
has to be a transition period while we are going from partial imple- 
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mentation of UMT, building up a Ready Reserve followed by a slow 
reduction in the size of the Armed Forces until such time as we have 
full implementation of UMT and no induction into the Armed Forces. 


15. Why not wait until the emergency is over before we start inducting 
men into the National Security Training Corps? 

If we wait until the emergency is over before we start inducting men 
into the National Security Training Corps we may have to wait 15 
or 20 years. By that time the Nation may be on the brink of bank- 
ruptcy as a result of the tremendous expenditure for maintaining a 
large standing force. We just cannot continue to spend for an in- 
definite period the tremendous sums of money necessary to maintain 
a large standing force. Do you remember the quotation from Lenin, 
the father of Russian communism? He stated, ‘‘We shall force the 
United States to spend itself into destruction.” If we wait until the 
emergency is over before we start this program,’ this new substitute 
for preparedness, we may make him a true prophet. , 


16. Is it fair to induct one young man for 6 months for training (UMT) 
and another young man for 24 months for service? 

If the decision is reached that UMT should be initiated on a modest 
scale in the near future it will obviously be necessary to induct young 
men for training in the corps for 6 months followed by transfer to a 
Reserve component subject to call to active duty only as the Congress 
may hereafter decide. At the same time, we will have to continue to 
draft men for service in the Armed Forces for 24 months. To say that 
this is unfair to the men who are inducted into the Armed Forces over- 
looks the fact that a young man trained in the National Security 
Training Corps will be in the Ready Reserve and will be the first 
called in the event of emergency. 

While it may appear on the surface to be unfair to induct one young 
man for 6 months and to induct another young man, a year older, for 
24 months, it must be remembered that it is a lot fairer than the pres- 
ent system which permits many young men to escape all obligation to 
serve in the Armed Forces because they are either in college or have 
attained some other deferred status which removes them from any 
obligation to serve in the Armed Forces or in the Reserve. 

Complete fairness in any system which seeks to obtain service 
through compulsion is impossible to obtain. Is it fair to place one 
young man in the front lines in Korea while another man hands out 
trousers in a quartermaster depot? Is it fair for one young man to be 
drafted because he has good health while another man who has a 
physical impairment which does not prevent him from obtaining em- 
ployment in private industry assumes no obligation to serve his Nation 
whatsoever? Is it fair to defer a young man who is needed on a farm 
while his brother is required to serve in the Armed Forces? Is it fair 
to draft into the Armed Forces a married man without children while 
deferring another married man who is fortunate enough to have a 
family? 

The whole question of fairness is one of degree. We've got to start 
UMT some time in order to reduce the size of the standing force. We 
can’t reduce the size of the standing forces unless we have a strong 
Ready Reserve. Unless we want to wait until we have a Reserve 
composed of veterans who would be subject to call to serve again, we 
have to initiate UMT now in order to move into the transition period 
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between the build-up of a Reserve of nonveterans at the same time 
we are maintaining a standing force necessary to provide the protection 
deemed necessary by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 


17. How would you select these young men for only 6 months of training 
in the corps when it is first initiated? 

There are any number of ways by which the system could be initi- 
ated. One method would be to take the youngest first. That is, on 
the day that the program is initiated those who were 18 years old as of 
that day would be the first inducted. Approximately 3,330 young men 
attain the age of 18 each day. If we took, for the initial induction 
into the National Security Training Corps, those who attain their 
eighteenth birthday on the day the program began, we would have 
nearly enough young men to meet each initial induction requirement. 
This would be fair and based upon the chance of birth and would not 
be susceptible to any charge of discrimination. Or, each of the regis- 
trants could be assigned a number and those whose numbers were 
called would be the first to be inducted. 


18. Why should we adopt UMT when it is charged that every nation that 
has had it has gone to war? 

Well, in the first place, Sweden and Switzerland haven’t been en- 
gaged in a war for many, many years and both of those nations have 
had universal military conscription or universal military training for 
quite a long period. But the argument that UMT leads to war is 
absurd because the inference is that nations without UMT don’t go 
to war. Our participation in World War I and World War II rather 
substantially refutes that argument. 

If we had had UMT in the past we might well have finished World 
War I and World War IT much quicker and with fewer losses, and at 
much less cost. 


19. Traditionally our Nation has avoided compulsory peacetime military 
training. Why should we throw that tradition to the winds and 
now turn to a new program? 


The maintenance of tradition, carried to its logical conclusion, 
means the maintenance of the status quo. If that theory were fol- 
lowed, then no progress could take place. The steel battleship re- 
placed the wooden sailing vessel; tanks replaced horses; air power 
altered the strategic concept of war; likewise UMT will change the 
present costly system of defense without impairing national security. 
It should also be remembered that we have had a militia law in this 
Nation since the turn of the century and under existing law today every 
male person between the ages of 18 through 45 can be ordered out as @ 
member of the militia to repel invasion or suppress insurrection. 


20. What about the many groups that are conscientiously and religiously 
opposed to UMT on the grounds that it is un-American and anti- 
Christian? 


We had quite a few groups make those charges and of course it is 
difficult to argue with a person who has sincere and conscientious 
religious beliefs. Unfortunately, the leaders of the Soviet Union who 
make it necessary for us to spend 60 percent of our national income on 
the defense of our Nation do not share these same religious beliefs. 
Christianity, since the birth of Christ, has been a moving, dynamic 
thing and wars have been fought to preserve it. Many of us believe 
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that America is the greatest Christian nation in the world and we 

don’t think it is un-American or anti-Christian to defend it from aggres- 

sion or economic destruction. 

21. What about the charge that universal military training will militarize 
the youth of our Nation? 

Some persons have charged that universal military training will 
develop a military mind in 18-year-olds and will militarize the Nation. 
It is difficult to comprehend the reasoning behind this charge. Never 
before in the history of the United States have we had so many men 
and women alive at one time who have had previous military experi- 
ence. There are over 18 million living veterans in the United States 
today. Can it be honestly and sincerely charged that these veterans 
and their families are militarized or have “military minds”? Doesn’t 
it make better sense to think that men who have been exposed to 
military training are more aware of the foolishness of war and its 
destructiveness and thus would be inclined to seek solutions to interna- 
tional problems short of war? Furthermore, if exposure to military 
training will develop a military mind, then certainly an exposure which 
lasts four times as long as a result of continuing to draft men into the 
Armed Forces for 24 months should certainly cause greater concern 
than a 6-month training program. It should be emphasized that this 
is military training under the general supervision of a civilian com- 
mission, not military conscription under the complete control of the 
military. The charge of “militarization” under such a program is 
without foundation and an obvious reflection on the intelligence of 
American manhood. 


22. What about the charge that is being circulated that these men will be 
under the control of the military for 8 years vf we pass the proposed 
legislation? 

This charge is a deliberate distortion of the facts. Last year the 
Congress enacted legislation which provides that every man who is 
inducted, appointed, or enlisted in the Armed Forces, or inducted 
into the National Security Training Corps, shall have a toal obligation 
to serve in the Armed Forces or in the National Security Training 
Corps and in the Reserve for a period of 8 years. This means that a 
man inducted for 6 months’ training in the corps has 7 years’ 
Reserve obligation when he completes his training. It also means 
that a man who enlists for 4 years in the Armed Forces also has a 4-year 
Reserve obligation when his enlistment expires. It applies likewise to 
inductees, Annapolis graduates, West Point graduates, and ROTC 
graduates. Until July 1, 1953, the President has the authority to 
order all reservists to active duty but this provision is nullified by the 
posposed legislation with respect to trainees who graduate from the 
corps. They may only be ordered to active duty as reservists after 
Congress determines the number and the manner in which they will be 
called. And the House has already passed the Armed Forces Reserve 
bill which provides that after July 1, 1953, the President may order all 
reservists to active duty only upon a declaration of war or emergency 
by the Congress and may only order members of the Ready Reserve 
to active duty upon the declaration of an emergency by himself but 
only in such numbers as the Congress may determine. In other 
words, after July 1, if the Reserve bill is enacted into law, Members of 
Congress must act again before any member of the’ Reserve can be 
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ordered to active duty. To say that this puts men under the com- 
plete control of the military for 8 years is a deliberate falsification of 
the facts. 

It’s merely interesting to note that the 1940 Draft Act required a 
a 10-year Reserve obligation following discharge from service. It was 
never put into effect. 


Doesn't the atom bomb make the training and mobilization of large 
numbers of men obsolete? 


If anything, the atom bomb makes the training of greater numbers 
of men more necessary than ever before. Its possible use requires 
much more extensive training in dispersal and survival, and. the 
greater the number of young men who know how to defend themselves 
against such a weapon, together with all the other new weapons of 
warfare, the greater will be the number who will survive should 
war come. 


24. Who is going to make sure that the training conducted in the National 


Security Training Corps is in accordance with the policies and 
standards established by the Commission? 

The bill provides for an inspection system and authorizes the 
inspectors to make inspections of any type at or near any camp or 
station used for the training of the corps. The Commission indicated 
that their total staff would not exceed 50 persons, of whom approxi- 
mately 18 would be inspectors. Experience will dictate the necessity 
for further changing this system after the program has been in opera- 
tion. 


25. One of the problems of mobilizing our manpower for war in the past 
has been our lack of equipment. Will we be able to equip this 
large Reserve contemplated by UMT, and will the equipment be 
ready for use should war come? 

Graduate UMT trainees will be transferred to the Reserve com- 
ponents of the Armed Forces. Equipment for our Reserve forces to 
meet mobilization needs is included in programs for active forces and 
Reserves. Current expenditures include substantial amounts for hard 
goods such as aircraft, ships, tanks, guns, and ammunition for the 
establishment of a mobilization base should world conditions require it. 

And in the future, as the establishment of a vigorous Ready Reserve 
through UMT makes possible the reduction of standing forces, equip- 
ment for training can thereby be released to the UMT establishment 
and Reserve forces. 


26. Why not erpand the junior ROTC programs in high schools and 
solve the problem that way? 

This subject is fully covered in the report, but briefly such a program 
would involve over 22,000 high schools of which more than 6,000 have 
a male enrollment of less than 50. It also would involve training 
many young boys well below the age of 18. It would create a Reserve 
supposedly ‘ready for immediate mobilization made up of young men 
who might not even have attained their eighteenth birthday. Over 
and above that, however, is the fact that the training that they 
would receive would be in no way comparable to the type envisioned 
in a true UMT program. There is more to military training than 
learning how to fire a rifle, perform the manual of arms, and drill. 
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One of the biggest factors in this whole problem is the association 
with other men for a period of 6 months. This is an adjustment that 
every man must make who enters military service. Under UMT men 
will learn how to get along with each other after they have lived 
together for 6 months, but you can’t teach this in high schools or in 
brief summer training periods. The high school ROTC program just 
won’t produce the type of trained men which will permit us to build 
up a Ready Reserve capable of eventually replacing a good portion 
of our large standing forces. We might just as well make up our 
minds to a true UMT program or continue to draft men for service 
in the Armed Forces. We can’t expect the Nation to depend upon 
young lads who have received a smattering of military training in 
high schools and summer encampments as a substitute for our Armed 
Forces. 


27. What are we going to pay these men who go into the National Security 
Training Corps? 
The Universal Military Training and Service Act prescribes the 
rate of pay—$30 per month. For those who have dependents, the 
law provides additional amounts. 


28. Do they get free insurance? 


Yes; each man in the National Security Training Corps will be 
covered by free insurance in the amount of $10,000. ‘This will apply 
to him while he is in training for 6 months and for 120 days after he 
leaves the corps. 

29. What happens to a trainee if he is injured while in training? 
He will receive hospitalization in the armed force hospital to which 


he is assigned and upon discharge will be entitled to the benefits pro- 
vided by the Federal Employees Compensation Act. 


30. Does a trainee get any veterans’ benefits? 


No; at no time is he entitled to any veterans’ benefits while a member 
of the corps. If he should go on active duty as a reservist and be 
injured, then he would be entitled to veterans’ benefits. 


31. What about reemployment rights? 


He will be entitled to all of the reemployment rights now granted to 
members of the Armed Forces. 


32. What code of conduct will apply to these trainees? 

The Uniform Code of Military Justice will apply except that for 
certain serious crimes such as murder, voluntary manslaughter, and 
robbery, the trainee will be tried in a Federal court unless he requests, 
in writing, trial by a general court martial. 

33. Just how much civilian control will there be in this program? 

The law has already created the Commission. Of the five members, 
three must be civilians, including the chairman. The Commission 
has a statutory authority to exercise general supervision over the 
training of the corps. In addition, it has authority to issue policies 
and standards with respect to the conduct of the training of members 
of the corps. And, under the proposed bill, any regulations issued by 
the Secretary of Defense must be consistent with those policies and 
standards issued by the Commission. But even beyond that, we have 
given the Commission the very important power of first approving all 
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budget estimates submitted by the Secretary of Defense for the 
training program. We have also authorized an inspection system and 
guaranteed, by statute, access to all records, camps, stations, etc., for 
members of this inspection system. 


34. What about that high ratio of one trainer for every two trainees that is 
discussed in the Commission’s report? 

Everybody agrees that that ratio is too high. The Commission 
thought it was too high and the Committee on Armed Services thought 
it was too high. And we have put a provision in the bill which pro- 
hibits the Defense Establishment from seeking any additional person- 
nel, both military and civilian, for conducting the training program. 
We made exceptions for medical and dental personnel and chaplains to 
make sure that the trainees would receive full and adequate medical 
and dental care and religious guidance. For example, the average 
ratio in the Armed Forces is 1 chaplain for every 1,000 men and the 
Commission has recommended that there be 1 chaplain for every 500 
men. We think that the over-all ratio will not be 2 to 1 now that the 
Department of Defense must provide for the trainers out of their own 
planned strength. 


35. What about alcoholic beverages? 


Under the proposed bill the Commission must issue regulations 
which would prevent the sale, consumption, traffic in, or possession of 
beverages containing in excess of 1 percent alcohol by or to members 
of the corps. If the camp is jointly occupied by members of the Armed 
Forces and trainees, the Secretary of Defense must issue the same 
regulations with respect to trainees. Ample penalties are provided. 
386. What happens if we don’t have universal military training? 

(a) It means that we must maintain, for an indefinite period, a 
large standing force. 

(6) It means continuing the draft for an indefinite period, with 24 
months or more required service. 

(c) If universal military training does not become the law of the 
land, it practically assures that future inequities will be heaped upon 
those who have already suffered inequities in the past. It means that 
we refuse to build a combat Ready Reserve composed of young men 
who have not seen prior service. Thus, should we have a future 
emergency, we would have to call back Reserves who had seen service, 
not only in Korea but perhaps in World War II as well. This would 
mean double jeopardy and perhaps triple jeopardy for some of these 


men. 
O 





